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AN EFFECTIVE UPPER BOUND FOR ANTI-CANONICAL

VOLUMES OF CANONICAL Q-FANO THREEFOLDS

CHEN JIANG AND YU ZOU

Abstract. We show that the anti-canonical volume of a canonical weak
Q-Fano 3-fold is at most 324.
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1. Introduction

Throughout this paper, we work over the field of complex numbers C.
A normal projective variety X is called a weak Q-Fano variety (resp. Q-

Fano variety) if the anti-canonical divisor −KX is nef and big (resp. ample).
A canonical (resp. terminal) weak Q-Fano variety is a weak Q-Fano variety
with at worst canonical (resp. terminal) singularities.

According to the minimal model program, weak Q-Fano varieties form
a fundamental class among research objects of birational geometry. Moti-
vated by the classification theory of 3-dimensional algebraic varieties, we are
interested in the study of explicit geometry of canonical or terminal (weak)
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Q-Fano 3-folds. In this direction, there are a lot of works in the literature
(for instance, [37, 31, 3, 4, 32, 7, 33, 8, 34, 35, 9, 10]).

By [19, 22], canonical weak Q-Fano 3-folds form a bounded family (see [1]
for the much deeper higher dimensional generalization), so it is interesting to
ask for effective or optimal bounds of different kinds of invariants of canonical
weak Q-Fano 3-folds. See [10, Section 2.4] for a summary of known results.

Given a canonical weak Q-Fano 3-fold X, we are interested in the anti-
canonical volume (−KX)3 of X. This is an important invariant of Q-Fano
3-folds and it plays a key role in the classification of smooth Fano 3-folds
(see [15]). On the other hand, the classification of terminal/canonical weak
Q-Fano 3-folds is a wildly open problem and very few results are known
(for instance [38]). So it is quite crucial to understand the behavior of anti-
canonical volumes of terminal/canonical weak Q-Fano 3-folds.

It was proved in [7, Theorem 1.1] that for a canonical weak Q-Fano 3-fold
X, (−KX)3 ≥ 1

330 , and this lower bound is optimal. On the other hand, for
the upper bound, there are only a few partial results:

(1) (−KX)3 ≤ 63 · (24!)2 if X is a terminal weak Q-Fano 3-fold whose
anti-canonical map is small ([22, Theorem 1.2]);

(2) (−KX)3 ≤ 64 if X is a Gorenstein terminal Q-Fano 3-fold ([30]);
(3) (−KX)3 ≤ 72 if X is a Gorenstein canonical Q-Fano 3-fold ([31,

Theorem 1.5]);
(4) (−KX)3 ≤ 125

2 if X is a non-Gorenstein Q-factorial terminal Q-Fano
3-fold with ρ(X) = 1 ([32, Theorem 1.2]);

(5) (−KX)3 ≤ 72 if X is a Q-factorial terminal weak Q-Fano 3-fold with
ρ(X) = 2 except in one case with (−KX)3 ≤ 81 ([25]).

Here (2)–(4) are optimal, but the methods essentially rely on the Gorenstein
condition or the Picard rank condition, so they could not be easily applied
to an arbitrary terminal/canonical Q-Fano 3-fold. For a terminal/canonical
weak Q-Fano 3-fold, it was conjectured by Prokhorov that the upper bound
for the anti-canonical volume should also be 72, but even an explicit upper
bound is not established yet in the literature.

As the main result of this paper, we provide an effective upper bound for
the anti-canonical volume of a canonical weak Q-Fano 3-fold.

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a canonical weak Q-Fano 3-fold. Then

(−KX)3 ≤ 324.

The following is a direct corollary by Reid’s Riemann–Roch formula. It
can be viewed as a weak generalization of [31, Corollary 1.8].

Corollary 1.2. Let X be a canonical weak Q-Fano 3-fold. Then

h0(X,−KX) ≤ 164.

The ideas of proof originate from [17, 18], where the first author gave
a general strategy on bounding anti-canonical volumes of Q-Fano varieties
with prescribed singularities. The strategy works for canonical weak Q-Fano
3-folds as well, but the issue is that the method in [17, 18] is not effective,
that is, it only gives the existence of an upper bound rather than an explicit
formula. So in order to give the desired upper bound, we have to provide
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a much more effective version of the method in [17, 18] for canonical weak
Q-Fano 3-folds.

We briefly explain the sketch of the proof of Theorem 1.1. As the first
step, by an MMP argument, we can construct a birational model Y ofX with
a fibration structure Y → S, and reduce the problem to the boundedness of
the anti-canonical volume of Y (Proposition 4.1). As X is canonical, the bi-
rational model Y and the fibration Y → S have many geometric restrictions
which lead to an effective upper bound for the anti-canonical volume. Then
the problem splits into two cases: dimS = 1 or dimS = 2. When dimS = 1,
by ideas in [17, 18], to give an upper bound for the anti-canonical volume
of Y , it suffices to give a lower bound for certain log canonical thresholds
of F , where F is a general fiber of Y → S. The proof uses the connect-
edness lemma to construct non-klt centers on F (Proposition 4.2), and the
effective lower bound of log canonical thresholds is treated in Section 3 (The-
orem 3.3). When dimS = 2, a similar argument can be used to construct
non-klt centers on F , but as S is a surface, we need to consider a well-chosen
base point free linear system on S (Proposition 4.3).

This paper is organized as the following. In Section 2, we introduce defini-
tions and basic knowledge. In Section 3, we study the lower bound of certain
log canonical thresholds on smooth weak del Pezzo surfaces (Theorem 3.3).
In Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.1.

2. Preliminaries

We adopt standard notation and definitions in [23] and will freely use
them. We use Fn to denote the n-th Hirzebruch surface PP1(OP1 ⊕OP1(n)).
We use ∼Q and ∼R to denote the Q-linear equivalence and R-linear equiva-
lence respectively.

2.1. Singularities of pairs.

Definition 2.1. A pair (X,B) consists of a normal variety X and an effec-
tive R-divisor B on X such that KX +B is R-Cartier.

Definition 2.2. Let (X,B) be a pair. Let f : Y → X be a log resolution
of (X,B), write

KY = f∗(KX +B) +
∑

aiEi,

where Ei are distinct prime divisors on Y satisfying f∗(
∑

aiEi) = −B. The
number ai is called the discrepancy of Ei with respect to (X,B), and is
denoted by a(Ei,X,B). The pair (X,B) is called

(a) Kawamata log terminal (klt, for short) if ai > −1 for all i;
(b) log canonical (lc, for short) if ai ≥ −1 for all i;
(c) terminal if ai > 0 for all f -exceptional divisors Ei and for all f ;
(d) canonical if ai ≥ 0 for all f -exceptional divisors Ei and for all f .

Usually, we write X instead of (X, 0) in the case when B = 0.
Given a closed point P ∈ X, we say that (X,B) is lc near P (resp. klt

near P ) if there exists an open neighborhood U of P such that (U,B|U ) is
lc (resp. klt).

The following lemma is a numerical criterion for local singularities.
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Lemma 2.3 (cf. [27, Proposition 9.5.13]). Let (X,B) be a pair. Suppose
that P ∈ X is a smooth closed point such that multP B ≤ 1 (resp. < 1).
Then (X,B) is lc near P (resp. klt near P ).

Here for an effective Cartier divisor D on X, multP D denotes the multi-
plicity of the divisor D at P , i.e. the vanishing order at P of a local equation
for D. It can be extended to effective R-Cartier R-divisors by homogeneous
property.

2.2. Non-klt centers.

Definition 2.4. In the setting of Definition 2.2, Ei is called a non-klt place
of (X,B) if ai ≤ −1. A proper subvariety V ⊂ X is called a non-klt center
of (X,B) if it is the image of a non-klt place. The non-klt locus Nklt(X,B)
of (X,B) is the union of all non-klt centers of (X,B).

In practice, the following lemma is often used to construct non-klt centers.

Lemma 2.5 (cf. [23, Lemma 2.29]). Let (X,B) be a pair and W ⊂ X be
a closed subvariety of codimension k such that W is not contained in the
singular locus of X. If multW B ≥ k, then W is a non-klt center of (X,B).

Here multW B is the multiplicity of B at the generic point of W .
Recall the following special case of the Shokurov–Kollár connectedness

lemma.

Lemma 2.6 (cf. [36], [20, Theorem 17.4]). Let (X,B) be a pair with X
proper. If −(KX +B) is nef and big, then Nklt(X,B) is connected.

2.3. Log canonical thresholds.

Definition 2.7. Let (X,B) be a pair which is lc near a closed point P ∈ X.
Let D 6= 0 be an effective R-Cartier R-divisor on X in a neighborhood of P .
The log canonical threshold of D with respect to (X ∋ P,B) is

lct(X ∋ P,B;D) = sup{t ∈ R | (X,B + tD) is lc near P}.

If B = 0, then we write lct(X ∋ P ;D) instead of lct(X ∋ P,B;D).

It is well-known that log canonicity and log canonical thresholds satisfy
convexity.

Lemma 2.8 (cf. [13, Lemma 3.8], [12, Lemma 2.18]). Let P ∈ X be a
closed point on a normal variety. Let (X,Bi) be a pair for 1 ≤ i ≤ m,
C 6= 0 an effective R-Cartier R-divisor on X in a neighborhood of P , λi a
non-negative real number for 1 ≤ i ≤ m such that

∑m
i=1 λi = 1. Suppose

that (X,Bi) is lc near P for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Then

(1) (X,
∑m

i=1 λiBi) is lc near P ;
(2) the following inequality holds:

lct
(

X ∋ P,

m
∑

i=1

λiBi;C
)

≥
m
∑

i=1

λi lct(X ∋ P,Bi;C);

(3) if λi0 6= 0 and (X,Bi0) is klt near P for some 1 ≤ i0 ≤ m, then
(X,

∑m
i=1 λiBi) is klt near P .
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2.4. Volumes.

Definition 2.9. Let X be an n-dimensional projective variety and D be a
Cartier divisor on X. The volume of D is the real number

Vol(X,D) = lim sup
m→∞

h0(X,OX (mD))

mn/n!
.

For more details and properties of volumes, we refer to [26, 2.2.C] and [27,
11.4.A]. Moreover, by homogeneous property of volumes, the definition can
be extended to Q-Cartier Q-divisors. Note that if D is a nef Q-Cartier
Q-divisor, then Vol(X,D) = Dn.

2.5. Intersection multiplicities on smooth surfaces. Let S be a smooth
surface and P ∈ S a closed point. Assume that C and D are curves on S
having no common irreducible component, then we can define the intersec-
tion multiplicity

(C ·D)P = length(OP,S/(f, g))

where f, g are local equations of C,D at P ([14, Exercise I.5.4]). By ho-
mogeneous property, the definition of intersection multiplicity (C ·D)P can
be extended for effective R-divisors C and D on S having no common ir-
reducible component. Under this setting, it is well-known that (C ·D)P ≥
multP C ·multP D by [14, Exercise I.5.4]. Moreover, if S is projective, then
(C ·D)P ≤ (C ·D) by [14, Proposition V.1.4].

3. Log canonical thresholds on weak del Pezzo surfaces

In this section, we investigate lower bounds of log canonical thresholds
on weak del Pezzo surfaces. First, we prove 2 useful lemmas on (local) log
canonical thresholds, of which we got the ideas during the preparation of
[12] (cf. [12, Theorem 1.11]).

Lemma 3.1. Let S be a smooth surface and P ∈ S a closed point. Let
B,C be effective R-divisors on S having no common irreducible component.
Suppose that multP B = (B · C)P = 1. Then (S,B + C) is lc near P .

Here in Lemma 3.1 we do not assume that SuppC is smooth as in [12,
Theorem 1.11], so these 2 results do not contain each other. Also, it appears
to us that the assumptions in Lemma 3.1 are quite simple, so the statement
might be known to experts, but we could not find any similar statement in
the literature (cf. [24, Corollary 6.46]).

Proof. As being lc is a closed condition on coefficients, after slightly perturb-
ing the coefficients of B and C, we may assume that B and C are Q-divisors.
Take a positive integer k such that kB and kC are Cartier divisors. Fix a
local coordinate system (x, y) for S at P , and suppose that (fB = 0) and
(fC = 0) are local equations of kB and kC in the coordinates (x, y) respec-
tively for some fB, fC ∈ C[x, y]. Fix positive integers w(x) and w(y) as
weights of x and y respectively, recall that for f ∈ C[x, y], multw(f) is the
weight of the lowest weight term of f .

By [24, Theorem 6.40], to show that (S,B +C) is lc near P , it suffices to
show that

w(x) + w(y)

multw(fB) + multw(fC)
≥

1

k
. (3.1)
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Without loss of generality, we may assume that w(x) ≤ w(y). Note that
multP B = 1 implies that there is a monomial xiyj with non-zero coefficient
in fB such that i+ j = k. So

multw(fB) ≤ i · w(x) + j · w(y) ≤ k · w(y).

On the other hand, by the definition of multw(fB), there is a monomial

xi
′

yj
′

with non-zero coefficient in fB such that

multw(fB) = i′ · w(x) + j′ · w(y) ≥ k · w(x),

where we used the fact that i′ + j′ ≥ k as multP B = 1. So in summary,

k · w(x) ≤ multw(fB) ≤ k · w(y). (3.2)

Moreover, by [24, Lemma 6.47],

multw(fB) ·multw(fC)

w(x) · w(y)
≤ (kB · kC)P = k2. (3.3)

By (3.2) and (3.3),

k · w(x) + k · w(y)−multw(fB)−multw(fC)

≥ k · w(x) + k · w(y)−multw(fB)−
k2 · w(x) · w(y)

multw(fB)

=
(multw(fB)− k · w(x))(k · w(y)−multw(fB))

multw(fB)
≥ 0.

Hence (3.1) is proved. �

The following is a direct consequence of Lemma 3.1.

Lemma 3.2. Let S be a smooth surface and P ∈ S a closed point. Let
B,C be effective R-divisors on S having no common irreducible component.
Denote mB = multP B, I = (B · C)P . Suppose that mB > 0 and I > 0.
Then

(

S,
1

mB

B +
mB

I
C
)

is lc near P .

The following is the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 3.3. Let S be a smooth weak del Pezzo surface. Suppose that
there exists a real number 0 < t < 1 and effective R-divisors B,D on S such
that

(1) (S,B) is canonical;
(2) (S, (1− t)B + tD) is not klt;
(3) B ∼R D ∼R −KS;
(4) no irreducible component of SuppB has negative self-intersection;
(5) D and B have no common irreducible component.

Then t ≥ 1
6 . Furthermore, if there is a birational morphism S → F0, then

t ≥ 1
5 .
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Proof. If σ : S → T is a birational morphism to another smooth weak del
Pezzo surface T , then by the negativity lemma [23, Lemma 3.39],

KS +B = σ∗(KT + σ∗B),

KS + (1− t)B + tD = σ∗(KT + (1− t)σ∗B + tσ∗D).

The assumption on SuppB implies that no irreducible component of SuppB
is contracted by σ and no irreducible component of Supp(σ∗B) has negative
self-intersection. So (T, σ∗B) is canonical and (T, (1 − t)σ∗B + tσ∗D) is
not klt. Hence T, σ∗B,σ∗D, t satisfy all assumptions of the theorem. So in
order to give a lower bound of t, we may replace S,B,D by T, σ∗B,σ∗D.
By the classification of smooth weak del Pezzo surfaces (or standard MMP
argument, see [16, Lemma 3.1] or [11, Theorem 8.1.15]), every smooth weak
del Pezzo surface has a birational morphism to P2 or F0 or F2. So without
loss of generality, we may assume that S = P2 or F0 or F2.

By assumption, Nklt(S, (1 − t)B + tD) 6= ∅. Fix a closed point P ∈
Nklt(S, (1− t)B + tD). Then t ≥ lct(S ∋ P, (1− t)B;D). Set I = (B ·D)P
and mB = multP B. Since (S,B) is canonical, mB ≤ 1 by [23, Theorem 4.5].
Thus P ∈ SuppD by Lemma 2.3.

If mB = 0, then

t ≥ lct(S ∋ P, (1− t)B;D) = lct(S ∋ P ;D) ≥
1

4

by [5, Theorem 1.7] and [6, Corollary 5.2]. In fact, if S = P2 or F0, then by
[5, Theorem 1.7], lct(S ∋ P ;D) ≥ lct(S) ≥ 1

3 ; if S = F2 = PP1(O ⊕O(−2)),

then by [6, Corollary 5.2], lct(S ∋ P ;D) ≥ lct(S) ≥ 1
4 . Here lct(S) is defined

to be

lct(S) = sup{t ∈ R | (S, tD′) is lc for all effective Q-divisor D′ ∼Q −KS}.

From now on, we suppose that mB > 0 and I > 0, then by Lemma 3.2
and Lemma 2.8(2),

t ≥ lct(S ∋ P, (1− t)B;D)

≥ (1− t)mB lct
(

S ∋ P,
1

mB
B;D

)

+ (1− (1− t)mB) lct(S ∋ P, 0;D)

≥ (1− t)
m2

B

I
+ (1− (1− t)mB) lct(S ∋ P ;D). (3.4)

We will use the following 2 direct consequences of (3.4).

Claim 3.4. (1) If I ≤ 9 and lct(S ∋ P ;D) ≥ 2
3 , then t ≥ 1

4 .

(2) If I ≤ 8 and lct(S ∋ P ;D) ≥ 1
2 , then t ≥ 1

5 .

Proof. For (1), (3.4) implies that

t ≥
(1− t)(m2

B − 6mB)

9
+

2

3
≥

−5(1− t)

9
+

2

3
,

where the second inequality follows from mB ≤ 1. Hence t ≥ 1
4 .

Similarly, for (2), (3.4) implies that

t ≥
(1− t)(m2

B − 4mB)

8
+

1

2
≥

−3(1− t)

8
+

1

2
,

and hence t ≥ 1
5 . �
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Now we proceed to the proof of the theorem for S = P2 or F0 or F2 case
by case.

Case 1: S = F0.

In this case, I ≤ (−KS)
2 = 8 and lct(S ∋ P ;D) ≥ 1

2 by [5, Theorem 1.7].

Then by Claim 3.4(2), t ≥ 1
5 .

Case 2: S = P2.

Write the prime decomposition D =
∑

i diDi. As ρ(S) = 1, for any i,
Di ∼Q ci(−KS) for some positive rational number ci. Since D ∼R −KS,
∑

i dici = 1. Then by Lemma 2.8(3), there exists an index i such that

(S, (1 − t)B + tDi

ci
) is not klt near P . So after replacing D by Di

ci
, we may

assume that SuppD is irreducible.
If SuppD is a line L on S, then D = 3L. Then by [12, Theorem 1.11],

3t ≥ lct(S ∋ P, (1− t)B;L)

≥ min
{

1, 1 +
mB

(B · L)P
− (1− t)mB

}

≥ min
{

1, 1−
2mB

3
+ tmB

}

.

Here the last inequality follows from (B · L)P ≤ (−KS · L) = 3. Recall that
mB ≤ 1, then by easy calculation, t ≥ 1

6 . In fact, suppose that t < 1
3 , then

3t ≥ 1− 2mB

3 + tmB , which implies that t ≥ 3−2mB

9−3mB
≥ 1

6 .

Now suppose that SuppD is not a line on S. Take c = lct(S ∋ P ;D) and
denote mD = multP D. Then by Lemma 2.3, cmD ≥ 1. Let π : S′ → S be
the blow-up of S at P . Then

KS′ + cD′ + (cmD − 1)E = π∗(KS + cD),

where D′ is the strict transform of D on S′ and E is the exceptional divisor.
For any closed point Q ∈ E, take FQ to be the natural ruling of S′ ≃ F1

passingQ, then by the assumption that SuppD is not a line, FQ 6⊂ SuppD′∪
E. Hence

((cD′ + (cmD − 1)E) · FQ)Q ≤ ((cD′ + (cmD − 1)E) · FQ) = 3c− 1.

If c < 2
3 , then by [23, Corollary 5.57] or Lemma 2.3, (S′, cD′ + (cmD − 1)E)

is klt near any closed point Q ∈ E, which implies that (S, cD) is klt near
P , but it contradicts the definition of c. So lct(S ∋ P ;D) = c ≥ 2

3 . As

I ≤ (−KS)
2 = 9, by Claim 3.4(1), t ≥ 1

4 .

Case 3: S = F2.

Denote by F the natural ruling passing P and E0 the negative section of
F2. Recall that (KS · F ) = (E2

0) = −2, (F 2) = (KS ·E0) = 0, (F ·E0) = 1.
First we reduce to the following 2 cases:

(i) D = 4F + 2E0, or
(ii) F 6⊂ SuppD.

Write D = G + bF + eE0 where F,E0 are not contained in SuppG. Note
that D ∼R −KS ∼Q 4F + 2E0. Therefore,

0 ≤ (G · F ) = ((D − bF − eE0) · F ) = 2− e
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and

0 ≤ (G ·E0) = ((D − bF − eE0) ·E0) = −b+ 2e,

which imply that 2 ≥ e ≥ b
2 ≥ 0. Denote D1 = 4F + 2E0. If b = 4,

then D = D1. If b = 0, then F 6⊂ SuppD. If 0 < b < 4, denote D2 =
4

4−b
(D− b

4D1), thenD1,D2 are effective R-divisors withD = b
4D1+(1− b

4 )D2

andD1 ∼R D2 ∼R −KS . Hence by Lemma 2.8(3), there exists an index i = 1
or 2 such that (S, (1− t)B+ tDi) is not klt near P . So after replacing D by
D1 or D2, we may assume that either D = D1, or F 6⊂ SuppD.

If F 6⊂ SuppD, then (D · F )P ≤ (D · F ) = 2. So [23, Corollary 5.57]
or Lemma 2.3 implies that lct(S ∋ P ;D) ≥ 1

2 . As I ≤ (−KS)
2 = 8, by

Claim 3.4(2), t ≥ 1
5 .

If D = 4F + 2E0, then E0 6⊂ SuppB as B and D have no common
irreducible component. On the other hand, (B · E0) = (−KS · E0) = 0. So
E0 ∩ SuppB = ∅. In particular, P 6∈ E0 and P ∈ Nklt(S, (1 − t)B + 4tF ).
Then by [12, Theorem 1.11],

4t ≥ lct(S ∋ P, (1 − t)B;F )

≥ min
{

1, 1 +
mB

(B · F )P
− (1− t)mB

}

≥ min
{

1, 1 −
mB

2
+ tmB

}

.

Here the last inequality follows from (B ·F )P ≤ (−KS ·F ) = 2. Recall that
mB ≤ 1, then by easy calculation similar to Case 2, t ≥ 1

6 .
Combining all the above cases, the proof is concluded. �

4. Proof of the main theorem

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1.

4.1. A reduction step. First we reduce the problem to another birational
model with more geometric structures. The following proposition is an im-
provement of [17, Theorem 4.1] and [10, Proposition 3.9] for canonical weak
Q-Fano 3-folds.

Proposition 4.1. Let X be a canonical weak Q-Fano 3-fold. Then X is
birational to a normal projective 3-fold Y satisfying the following:

(1) Y is Q-factorial terminal;
(2) (−KX)3 ≤ Vol(Y,−KY );
(3) for any sufficiently large and divisible positive integer n, | −nKY | is

movable;
(4) for a general member M ∈ | − nKY |, M is irreducible and (Y, 1

n
M)

is canonical;
(5) there exists a projective morphism π : Y → S with connected fibers

where F is a general fiber of π, such that one of the following con-
ditions holds:
(a) S is a point and Y is a Q-Fano 3-fold with ρ(Y ) = 1;
(b) S = P1 and F is a smooth weak del Pezzo surface;
(c) S is a del Pezzo surface with at worst Du Val singularities and

ρ(S) = 1, and F ≃ P1.
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Proof. Let X be a canonical weak Q-Fano 3-fold. By [23, Theorem 6.23,
Theorem 6.25], we can take a Q-factorial terminalization of X, that is, there
is a projective birational morphism φ : W → X such that KW = φ∗(KX)
and W is Q-factorial terminal. In particular, W is a Q-factorial terminal
weak Q-Fano 3-fold. As −KW is big, we can run a K-MMP on W which
ends up with a Mori fiber space f : Y → T ([2, Corollary 1.3.2]), where Y
is Q-factorial terminal, −KY is ample over T , dimY > dimT , f∗OY = OT ,
and ρ(Y/T ) = 1.

Take a common resolution p : V → W , q : V → Y . Then

p∗KW = q∗KY + E0

where E0 is an effective Q-divisor on V exceptional over Y . Hence

Vol(Y,−KY ) = Vol(V,−q∗KY )

= Vol(V,−p∗KW + E0)

≥ Vol(V,−p∗KW ) = (−KX)3.

This concludes (1)(2).
As W is terminal and −KW is nef and big, −KW is semi-ample by the

base point free theorem ([23, Theorem 3.3]). So for any sufficiently large and
divisible positive integer n, | −nKW | is base point free. Hence for a general
member MW ∈ | − nKW |, MW is irreducible and (W, 1

n
MW ) is canonical

by the Bertini theorem (cf. [23, Lemma 5.17]). Denote M to be the strict
transform of MW on Y , which is a general member in | − nKY |, then

p∗
(

KW +
1

n
MW

)

= q∗
(

KY +
1

n
M

)

∼Q 0

by the negativity lemma [23, Lemma 3.39]. This implies that for any prime
divisor E over Y , a(E,W, 1

n
MW ) = a(E,Y, 1

n
M). As MW is irreducible, it

is not exceptional over Y . So for any prime divisor E which is exceptional
over Y , either E is exceptional over W , or E is a prime divisor on W such
that E 6= MW . In either case, a(E,Y, 1

n
M) = a(E,W, 1

n
MW ) ≥ 0. Hence

(Y, 1
n
M) is canonical. This concludes (3)(4).

Finally, we show (5) by discussing the dimension of T . Note that dimT ∈
{0, 1, 2}. Recall that by [22] or [39, Theorem 1], W is rationally connected,
which implies that Y and T are also rationally connected.

If dimT = 0, then take S = T and Y is a Q-Fano 3-fold with ρ(Y ) = 1.
In this case, we get (a).

If dimT = 1, then T ≃ P1. Take S = P1 and π the induced morphism.
Then the general fiber F of π : Y → S is a smooth del Pezzo surface as
−KY is ample over S and Y is terminal ([23, Corollary 5.18]). In this case,
we get (b).

If dimT = 2, then T is a rational surface as it is rationally connected,
and T has at worst Du Val singularities by [29, Theorem 1.2.7]. We can
run a K-MMP on T which ends up with a surface T ′, which is either a del
Pezzo surface with at worst Du Val singularities and ρ(T ′) = 1, or there is
a morphism T ′ → P1. In the former case, take S = T ′ and π : Y → S to
be the induced morphism Y → T → T ′, then the general fiber of π is a
smooth rational curve as −KY is ample over T . In this case, we get (c). In
the latter case, take S = P1 and π : Y → S to be the induced morphism
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Y → T → T ′ → P1. Recall that −KY is big and | −nKY | is movable, hence
for a general fiber F of π, −KF is big and |−nKF | is movable. This implies
that −KF is nef and big as dimF = 2. Also F is smooth as Y is terminal
([23, Corollary 5.18]). So F is a smooth weak del Pezzo surface. In this
case, we get (b). �

4.2. Weak del Pezzo fibration case. In this subsection, we treat the case
in Proposition 4.1(b).

Proposition 4.2. Keep the same notation as in Proposition 4.1. Suppose
that Y satisfies (b). Then Vol(Y,−KY ) ≤ 324.

Proof. By assumption, a general fiber F of π : Y → P1 is a smooth weak
del Pezzo surface. It is well-known that K2

F ≤ 9 (for example, it follows
from the fact that F has a birational morphism to one of F0,F2,P

2 by [11,
Theorem 8.1.15]).

To conclude the proof, we claim that

Vol(Y,−KY ) ≤ 36K2
F .

Assume to the contrary that Vol(Y,−KY ) > 36K2
F , then we can find a

rational number s such that

Vol(Y,−KY ) > 3sK2
F > 36K2

F .

Here note that s > 12. Then by [18, Lemma 2.5],

Vol(Y,−KY − sF ) ≥ Vol(Y,−KY )− 3sVol(F,−KF ) > 0.

Hence there exists an effective Q-divisor D ∼Q −KY − sF on Y .
Fix a sufficiently large and divisible n and take M ∈ | − nKY | as in

Proposition 4.1(4). Then (Y, 1
n
M) is canonical and KY + 1

n
M ∼Q 0. Note

that −KY is big, so we may write −KY = A + E where A is an ample Q-
divisor and E is an effective Q-divisor on Y . Fix a sufficiently small rational
number ǫ > 0, denote Bǫ =

1−ǫ
n
M + ǫE. For two general fibers F1 and F2

of π, consider the pair
(

Y,
(

1−
2

s

)

Bǫ +
2

s
D + F1 + F2

)

.

Note that

−
(

KY +
(

1−
2

s

)

Bǫ +
2

s
D + F1 + F2

)

∼Q −
(

1−
2

s

)

(KY +Bǫ) ∼Q

(

1−
2

s

)

ǫA

is ample as s > 12. Then by Lemma 2.6, Nklt(Y, (1− 2
s
)Bǫ +

2
s
D+F1 +F2)

is connected. By construction, F1∪F2 ⊂ Nklt(Y, (1− 2
s
)Bǫ+

2
s
D+F1+F2).

Hence there is a non-klt center connecting F1 and F2. In particular, the
above non-klt locus dominates P1. Restricting on a general fiber F of π, by
the inversion of adjunction (see [23, Lemma 5.50] or [18, Theorem 2.11]),
(F, (1 − 2

s
)Bǫ|F + 2

s
D|F ) is not klt. As being klt is an open condition on

coefficients, by the arbitrariness of ǫ, it follows that (F, (1− 2
s
) 1
n
M |F + 2

s
D|F )

is not klt for a very general fiber F of π.
On the other hand, as (Y, 1

n
M) is canonical, (F, 1

n
M |F ) is canonical by

the Bertini theorem (cf. [23, Lemma 5.17]). By the assumption on M , M |F



12 C. Jiang & Y. Zou

is a general member of a movable linear system on F . So each irreducible
component of M |F is nef, and M |F and D|F have no common irreducible
component (recall that the construction of D is independent of M). Also
by construction, 1

n
M |F ∼Q D|F ∼Q −KF . So we can apply Theorem 3.3 to

F, 1
n
M |F ,D|F , which implies that 2

s
≥ 1

6 . But this contradicts the definition

of s. Thus we conclude that Vol(Y,−KY ) ≤ 36K2
F ≤ 324. �

4.3. Conic bundle case. In this subsection, we treat the case in Proposi-
tion 4.1(c).

Proposition 4.3. Keep the same notation as in Proposition 4.1. Suppose
that Y satisfies (c). Then Vol(Y,−KY ) ≤ 312.

Proof. Recall that by the classification of del Pezzo surfaces with Du Val
singularities and Picard rank 1 (see [28], [32, Remark 3.4(ii)]), there are 3
cases:

(1) K2
S = 9 and S ≃ P2;

(2) K2
S = 8 and S ≃ P(1, 1, 2);

(3) 1 ≤ K2
S ≤ 6 and there exists a rational curve C on S such that

(KS · C) = −1.

Here as ρ(S) = 1, (K2
S) ·C ∼Q −KS in Case (3). Consider the linear system

H on S defined by

H =



















|OP2(1)| if S ≃ P2;

|OP(1,1,2)(2)| if S ≃ P(1, 1, 2);

| −KS | if 2 ≤ K2
S ≤ 6;

| − 2KS | if K2
S = 1.

and fix an effective Weil divisor C0 on S defined by

C0 =

{

a general element of H if S ≃ P2 or P(1, 1, 2);

C if 1 ≤ K2
S ≤ 6.

We claim that H is base point free and defines a generically finite map.
The first two cases are easy facts. For the rest cases, consider f : S̃ → S to
be the minimal resolution of S, then KS̃ = f∗KS and S̃ is a smooth weak
del Pezzo surface. Then the claim is equivalent to f∗H being base point
free, which follows from the classification of smooth weak del Pezzo surfaces
(see, for example, [11, Theorem 8.3.2]).

Take a general element H ∈ H and denote G = π−1(H) = π∗H. By the
Bertini theorem, G and H are smooth. Note that for a general fiber F of
π|G, F ≃ P1, (−KG · F ) = 2, and G|G ∼ (H2) · F .

Define d = (−KS ·H) and define the number c by the relation C0 ∼Q cH.
Then it is easy to compute that

d =



















3 if S ≃ P2;

4 if S ≃ P(1, 1, 2);

K2
S if 2 ≤ K2

S ≤ 6;

2 if K2
S = 1;
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and

c =

{

1 if S ≃ P2 or P(1, 1, 2);
1
d

if 1 ≤ K2
S ≤ 6.

First, we show that Vol(G,−KY |G) ≤ 4d. Note that π|G is factored
through by a ruled surface over H, so K2

G ≤ 8− 8g(H). Also note that by
Proposition 4.1(3), −KY |G is nef. So

Vol(G,−KY |G) = (−KY |G)
2 = (−KG +G|G)

2

= K2
G + 4H2 ≤ 8− 8g(H) + 4H2 = −4(KS ·H) = 4d.

Here we used the adjunction formula (KS ·H) +H2 = 2g(H) − 2.
Next, we claim that Vol(Y,−KY ) ≤ 24(2 + c)d. Assume to the contrary

that Vol(Y,−KY ) > 24(2 + c)d. Take a rational number t such that

Vol(Y,−KY ) > 12td > 24(2 + c)d.

Here note that t > 2(2 + c). Then by [18, Lemma 2.5],

Vol(Y,−KY − tG) ≥ Vol(Y,−KY )− 3tVol(G,−KY |G) > 0.

Hence there exists an effective Q-divisor D ∼Q −KY − tG on Y .
Fix a sufficiently large and divisible n and take M ∈ | − nKY | as in

Proposition 4.1(4), then (Y, 1
n
M) is canonical and KY + 1

n
M ∼Q 0. Note

that −KY is big, so we may write −KY = A + E where A is an ample Q-
divisor and E is an effective Q-divisor on Y . Fix a sufficiently small rational
number ǫ > 0, denote Bǫ = 1−ǫ

n
M + ǫE. Since H is base point free, for a

general point z ∈ S \C0, there exists a rational number η > 0 (cf. [21, 4.8])
such that for any general H ∈ H containing z,

Nklt
(

Y,
(

1−
2 + c

t

)

Bǫ +
2 + c

t
D + ηπ∗(H)

)

= Nklt
(

Y,
(

1−
2 + c

t

)

Bǫ +
2 + c

t
D
)

. (4.1)

Fix an integer J > 2
η
. As H defines a generically finite map, we may

take distinct general elements Hj ∈ H containing z for 1 ≤ j ≤ J and

take G1 =
∑J

j=1
2
J
π∗(Hj). Denote Fz to be the fiber of Y over z. Then

multFz
G1 ≥ 2 and G1 ∼Q 2π∗(H) = 2G. In particular, Fz is a non-klt

center of (Y,G1) by Lemma 2.5. So in a neighborhood of Fz,

Nklt
(

Y,
(

1−
2 + c

t

)

Bǫ +
2 + c

t
D +G1 + π∗C0

)

= Nklt
(

Y,
(

1−
2 + c

t

)

Bǫ +
2 + c

t
D +G1)

= Nklt
(

Y,
(

1−
2 + c

t

)

Bǫ +
2 + c

t
D
)

∪ Fz, (4.2)

here the first equality is by z 6∈ C0, and the second equality is by (4.1) as
they are the same away from Fz. Now consider the pair (Y, (1 − 2+c

t
)Bǫ +

2+c
t
D+G1+π∗C0). Recall that by definition, π∗C0 ∼Q cπ∗(H) = cG. Then

−
(

KY +
(

1−
2 + c

t

)

Bǫ +
2 + c

t
D +G1 + π∗C0

)

∼Q −
(

1−
2 + c

t

)

(KY +Bǫ) ∼Q

(

1−
2 + c

t

)

ǫA
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is ample as t > 2(2 + c). So by Lemma 2.6,

Nklt
(

Y,
(

1−
2 + c

t

)

Bǫ +
2 + c

t
D +G1 + π∗C0

)

is connected. By construction, it contains Fz and prime divisors in Supp(π∗C0)
that dominate C0. As z 6∈ C0, Fz is disjoint from Supp(π∗C0), so by (4.2) and
the connectedness, Nklt(Y, (1− 2+c

t
)Bǫ+

2+c
t
D) is non-empty and intersects

Fz. As z is general, this implies that Nklt(Y, (1− 2+c
t
)Bǫ+

2+c
t
D) dominates

S. By applying the inversion of adjunction twice (see [23, Lemma 5.50] or
[18, Theorem 2.11]), (F, (1− 2+c

t
)Bǫ|F + 2+c

t
D|F ) is not klt for a general fiber

F of π. As being klt is an open condition on coefficients, by the arbitrariness
of ǫ, it follows that (F, (1− 2+c

t
) 1
n
M |F + 2+c

t
D|F ) is not klt for a very general

fiber F of π.
So there exists a closed point P ∈ F such that

multP

((

1−
2 + c

t

) 1

n
M |F +

2 + c

t
D|F

)

≥ 1. (4.3)

Note that F ≃ P1. Hence multP (D|F ) ≤ deg(D|F ) = deg(−KP1) = 2. As
M is irreducible and F is general, we may assume that M → S is étale over
π(F ), and in particular, multP (M |F ) ≤ 1. So (4.3) implies that

(

1−
2 + c

t

) 1

n
+

2(2 + c)

t
≥ 1.

As we can choose n arbitrarily large, the above inequality implies that t ≤
2(2 + c). But this contradicts the definition of t. So we conclude that
Vol(Y,−KY ) ≤ 24(2 + c)d ≤ 312. �

4.4. Proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. To prove Theorem 1.1, it suffices to show that for Y
in Proposition 4.1, Vol(Y,−KY ) ≤ 324. If Y satisfies (a) in Proposition 4.1,
then Vol(−KY ) = (−KY )

3 ≤ 64 by [30] and [32, Theorem 1.2]. If Y satisfies
(b) or (c) in Proposition 4.1, then Vol(−KY ) ≤ 324 by Proposition 4.2 and
Proposition 4.3. �

Proof of Corollary 1.2. Let X be a canonical weak Q-Fano 3-fold. By [23,
Theorem 6.23, Theorem 6.25], we can take a Q-factorial terminalization of
X, that is, there is a projective birational morphism φ : W → X such that
KW = φ∗(KX) and W is Q-factorial terminal. In particular, (−KX)3 =
(−KW )3 and h0(X,−KX ) = h0(W,−KW ).

By Reid’s Riemann–Roch formula,

h0(W,−KW ) =
1

2
(−KW )3 +

1

2

∑

i

(b2i
ri

− bi

)

+ 3,

where {(bi, ri) | 0 < bi ≤ ri/2} runs over Reid’s basket of orbifold points of
W (see [32, 2.3] or [9, 2.2]). In particular, h0(W,−KW ) ≤ 1

2(−KW )3 + 3,
and the equality holds if and only if W is Gorenstein, or equivalently, KW

is Cartier (cf. [32, (2.6)]).
If W is Gorenstein, then (−KW )3 ≤ 72 by [31] (see [31, Theorem 1.5] and

[31, paragraph after Definition 1.10]), and hence h0(W,−KW ) ≤ 39. If W
is not Gorenstein, then by Theorem 1.1, h0(W,−KW ) < 165. �
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